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Meanwhile, the Soviet-Polish non-aggression 
pact, signed on July 25, was ratified by Poland on 
November 27. Ratification was attributed in 
large part to the work of Colonel Josef Beck, con- 
fidential adviser of Marshal Pilsudski, who suc- 
ceeded August Zaleski as Polish Foreign Minister 
on November 2. Soviet-Rumanian relations, by 
contrast, have been tinged by growing bitterness, 
and on November 23 M. Titulescu, Rumanian For- 
eign Minister, announced in Parliament that nego- 
tiations for a non-aggression pact with the Soviet 
Union had been broken off owing to the impossi- 
bility of reaching an agreement regarding Bessa- 
rabia. At the Little Entente conference which 
opened in Belgrade on December 18, however, M. 
Titulescu stated that this development involved no 
departure from Rumania’s traditional policy of 
collaboration with France. 


France’s rapprochement with the Soviet Union 
coincided with a serious attempt on the part of 
the Herriot government to establish a basis for 
Franco-Italian cooperation. Speaking at the 
Toulouse Congress of the Radical Socialist party 
on November 5, M. Herriot declared that “nothing 
could be more painful than the persistence of a 
misunderstanding which might separate us from 
a people who fought at our side and toward 
whom we have not, perhaps, been always morally 
just.” France, he added, “does not have to con- 
cern itself in its international negotiations with 
the internal régimes of nations with which it is 
dealing.” In a further effort to hasten Franco- 
Italian understanding M. Henry Bérenger, chair- 
man of the French Senate Commission of Foreign 
Affairs, visited Rome at the end of November, 
where he conferred with Premier Mussolini. 


The Italian press, however, showed little 
warmth for France’s overtures. Nor was the 
situation improved by an anti-Italian demonstra- 
tion at Trau, in Yugoslavia, where the ancient 
lions of St. Mark symbolizing Venetian rule on the 
Dalmatian coast were dynamited on December 1 
—an incident which Italy attributed in large 
part to French influence. Speaking in the Italian 
Senate on December 14, Premier Mussolini de- 
clared that the Trau outrage might lead to com- 
mercial reprisals against Yugoslavia and, refer- 
ring to France, said that “a no less grave re- 
sponsibility falls on other elements I shall call 
European, who vainly hope to disturb our equani- 
mity by unchaining a clamorous press campaign.” 
The disappearance of M. Herriot and the acces- 
sion to power on December 18 of M. Paul-Bon- 
cour, who is regarded as personally unfriendly to 
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Premier Mussolini, may further estrange the two 
countries at this critical moment. 
VERA MICHELES DEAN 


Domestic Diplomacy 
Finally recognizing the necessity of prompt in- 


ternational action on the debts, President Hoover © 


| 


on December 17 telegraphed Governor Roosevelt, © 


asking him to join in the immediate selection of 
a strong delegation to the World Economic Con- 
ference which should be familiar with the prob- 
lems of disarmament and intergovernmental 
debts. These questions, the President stated, could 


yp 


not be disassociated, and for that reason “it is © 


necessary to consider the character of machinery 
to be erected” to exchange views concerning them 
“individually with some of the debtor govern- 
ments.” Without waiting for Mr. Roosevelt’s 
reply to this telegram, President Hoover on De- 
cember 19 dispatched a special message to Con- 
gress dealing with the war debts. In this com- 


en aE 


munication, he again stressed the interrelation | 


of debts, disarmament and the financial and mon- 
etary problems which will face the World Eco- 
nomic Conference, and announced that he was 
seeking Mr. Roosevelt’s cooperation in the organi- 
zation of machinery to deal with these questions. 


Governor Roosevelt’s answer was sent from 
Albany in the late evening of December 19, after 
the special message had already been published. 
Mr. Roosevelt disagreed with President Hoover as 


to the scope of the forthcoming World Economic | 


Conference and stated that, in his view, “a per- 
manent economic program for the world should 
not be submerged in conversations relating to dis- 
armament or debts. I recognize of course a re- 
lationship but not an identity.” After outlining 
briefly his policy in regard to all three questions, 
Mr. Roosevelt refused the President’s invitation 


for joint action on the ground that he could not © 


accept “an apparent joint responsibility . .. when 
as a matter of constitutional fact, [he] would be 
wholly lacking in any attendant authority” until 
after March 4. He stated, however, that he 
wholly approved fact-determining surveys of the 
situation. Thereupon President Hoover on De- 
cember 20 sent a second telegram, suggesting the 
appointment of prominent Democrats “to sit with 
the principal officers of [the] Administration” 
in exploring these problems. This alternative was 
also unacceptable to Mr. Roosevelt, who felt it 
would commit him later to policies which he could 
have little share in formulating. He added, how- 
ever, that he would be happy to consult with Mr. 
Hoover freely during the period before March 4. 
MILDRED S. WERTHEIMER 


FOREIGN POLICY BULLETIN. Vol. XII, No. 9, December 30, 1932. 
Headquarters, 18 East 4ist Street, New York, N. Y. 


Published weekly by the Foreign Policy Association, Incorporated. 
James G. McDonatp, Chairman; EstHer G. OGpen, Secretary; RAYMOND L. BugELL, Research 


National 


Director. Entered as second-class matter December 2, 1921, at the Post Office at New York, N. Y., under the Act of March 3, 1879. One Dollar a Year. 
F. P. A. Membership, Five Dollars a Year 


An in 


l2| 


| 


